2/11/67 


i>ear Mr# Falvo, 

I ’Wish there were aior of your gcmeratlon like you# There ore 0 
number, who ^ have met throughout the country as I travel and speak, but 
ehi that there were more, t Is the essence of good end responsible 
oj^lzenshlp that we famlllorlze ourselves with the eseenoe of the key « 

IToues o the day and our national life. 

You hr-ve a valid point In saying there is too much detail 
In my books. It Is valid, however, only If you believe my chMf object 
was coararclel, which it is not (and it Is commercla IJy acceptable because the 
first has been reprinted end I have an offer, though it is not acceptable, 
for the second), 

Becsuee 1 colclude that the expected job has not been done and 
» must be, entirely in public and prefereably by Congress, I feel had to 
overwhelmingly prove that the evidence is contrary to the Commission's 
oonclusions, ^hls required the amassing of much detail, 

Yor those who 11^^* you hove p sincere and deep interest, the 
difficulty of reeding 0 bo^'k of detailed evidence and of thinkin g for 
themselves Is no Insumouteble obtectlon. The result Is n more persuasive 
and convincing bo''k, if one that parheps Is less popular. 

My mall disagrees with your conclusion that detail benefits 
only those who ere already faralller with the esaosslnaticn story, end it 
Is this that convinces me I was rl.:^it to Include this great detail, 
it is exactly the thing the prople want, proof, not argument, 

Those other efforts you suggest I make I have been making for 
three years. There is greet canpulslon on the part of the movies and 
networks to ignora the subject. There la a chance of a record. Ano have 
made ipe rhops a hundred radio and TV arrearances, aides from apeechea, 

Much obliged for your kind connenta and thoughtfulness. 


Sincerely, 






Harold Welsberg 


